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MASA/USPS-T29-3

a. Do you agree that the decrease in attributable mail processing and delivery unit
costs for the Regular Subclass of Standard (A) as reflected in MASA/USPS-T29-1 is caused,
at least in part, by the use of the new costing methodology in this proceeding? If you do not
agree, please explain.

b. What other factors, if any, have contributed to the decrease in attributable mail
processing and delivery unit costs for the Regular Subclass of Standard (&) reflected in
MASA/USPS-T29-1?

C. Explain in narrative form how the factors described in your answers to the
foregoing questions have affected the decrease in attributable mail processing costs, including
giving your best estimate of the contribution of each factor to the decrease.

d. Do the factors you have identified in your answer to subsections a and b of this
question have impacts on particular 1ate categories in Standard A Regular that differ from the

impact described generally in response to subsection ¢. If so, describe the differences.

MASA/USPS-T29-4. Referring to your answer to ANM/USPS-T29-10:

a. Identify the source for mail processing costs for Standard A Regular Rate Basic
of 13 cents in MC95-1, and 9 cents’ in this docket.

b. Do you agree that the decline in model costs described in your answer is
attributable largely to the Basic Presort mailstream becoming "more automation compatible
and therefore somewhat less costly"? [f not, explain what the other causes of the decline in

mode] costs are.




c. Do you agree that the smaller CRA adjustment described i1 your answer does
not reflect actual cost savings attributable to the Basic Presort mail stream becoming less
costly to process? Explain any no answer, and specifically describe any cost savings that are

reflected in the lower CRA adjustment.

MASA/USPS-T29-5. Referring to your response to MASA/USPS-T29-1a, explain how
ECR costs in the USPS proposal 1n this docket were "adjusted for dropship," mcluding

providing any calculations that were made to make such an adjustment.

MASA/USPS-T29-6. Referring to your response to MASA/USPS-T29-1a, explain how
"ECR walk sequenced-endorsed and nonwalk sequenced-endorsed mail have been deaveraged
in this docket," including providing any calculation or formula used to determine the

deaveraging.



